new and more subtle schemes of social control.
Oosterhuis has produced a fine piece of scholarship. His book deserves a wide readership.
Andrew Scull, University of California, San Diego Henry L Minton, Departingfrom deviance: a history of homosexual rights and emancipatory science in America, University of Chicago Press, 2002, pp. xi, 344, US$65.00 (hardback 0-226-53043-4) , US$20.00 (paperback 0-226-53044-2) .
For some time now, the academic world has been waiting for a book that looks at sexual science without suggesting that all the participants were evil men out to spurn homosexuals. This moment has arrived with Henry Minton's Departing from deviancy. Of course other texts, such as Harry Oosterhuis's Stepchildren of nature (Chicago University Press, 2000) , have argued that not all sexologists were anti-homosexual, but a vast number of books on American sexology have certainly assumed that scientists who dared to speak about "sexual perversions" were necessarily trying to protect white patriarchy from such pathological individuals. What this unsophisticated view neglects is that homosexuals and other so-called "perverts" actually engaged with sexologists in order to construct medical knowledge about "perversions", that many sexologists (such as Havelock Ellis, Magnus Hirschfeld, Iwan Bloch, etc.)-unlike psychoanalysts-actually had a reform agenda and wanted to change the laws which incarcerated people for acting upon their sexual desires for people of the same sex (and other sex crimes), and that many sexologists held that the "perversions" were natural, that they existed in other cultures and in other epochs, so should not be illegal. It is too much to assume that these same "homosexual-friendly" sexologists would not also hold some ideas about women, race, and sexuality which do not meet today's politically-correct criteria-but that should come as no surprise to any historian. Nevertheless, it is only recently that such a revision of the story of sexology as some kind of evil conspiracy out to "get" homosexuals has been proposed. Books, 2001, pp. 328, 137 illus., £25.00 (hardback 0-8014-3953-1).
In Bodies politic, the late Roy Porter returned to the heterogeneous nature of medicine in the early modem period but added a new dimension, suggesting that historians should not be too quick to dismiss what visual images can say about the past. Bodies politic is not a book with glossy illustrations added, but an erudite and entertaining study that seeks to ask questions about the meanings behind the representations of the body and medicine and what symbolic significance they possessed in the period 1650 to 1900. The theme of representation holds Bodies politic together. Although the aim to explore these meanings is not always successfully achieved-some of the images are taken at face value-and the range of visual sources is limited, in investigating the interplay between the visual and the written as it portrayed the corporal and the medical, Porter's narrative interweaves literary and pictorial evidence from across the period. In doing so, it draws together different strands in the history of medicine to examine the metaphorical commentary the body and healing supplied on the worlds of politics and the body politic in post-Reformation England. The principal focus, however, is on the years when Hogarth, Gillray and Rowlandson along with numerous novelists, social commentators and poets, were producing an
